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1. lbe.peepooe of this paper is to review the =	 ,= ease and to mike
reesmandatieme regarding its further disralopment or termination. Please see paragraph.
2, 3, 4, led 5 it the CL	 ._, evaluation since they serve as baekground data ter
this arm as um114

26 de of December 1961, a total it 6 el messages had been :eosin* the last ums
pootaarked 1 Jane 1960. The tervespeedsmee franc 	 :=31s as fellows s'

so. CI	 .= *maw Ikea postmarked $ apell 1959. Indlettere amen. The
areeege widowed a iota effort with CL	 3 (31%.26529, 18 Mey 1959).

assesse lb. 1 postearbed Icy 1959. Indisatore slam.

s. Misamags is. 2 pomtsmOW 7 August 1959. Indleatere elem. CL
gave his tatber4emase0s ors as his nor aeoommedation addrseas

do imams Imo 3 pmateasksl 17 3aptaMber 1959. Indiantore dorm.

■•• Ilisassio Me. 4 stzhsd6 January 1960. Intimaters elem. C:•

C=7:-

t. Neeeege No. 5 peebnulurd 29 arch 1960. Indisatere *leen. Owe seri
rotisserie{ to hie alet0?4e	 slid Rade additional moition of herr heehand whom he falt
weld he aqpleitsel.

lieesage Me. 6 peTtaerkol 1 Ammo 1960. The sepeage gave $.c_
Doughly 1/3 of the message

was Illegiblo.
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j. lath the advent of c*	 = on the souse a new facet of possible 218 Involvement
in the E`	 R muse leer ahead, If c 	 LS controlled, as there are grounds
to ~poet the 17.1 has triad to revitaLtae the °potation by introdualnd
Into Use picture. OW was signalled to us in 	 . = MI Message Mo. 4 and again
in 111 Messtage lbs. 5. MUD did not mooed in eontacting her prior to her visit =

detasally little definitive information has ,been gleaned by NOG an her activities
during that visit. Unfortunately CL,	 J through a stim-up in pictures (a picture
of Doris Dammam was ahem to her instead of one of ber alleged brother-inlay,

_, and a tee eandid dissuasion of US interest in=
SW Misseasso 26. 2 and 4 wore shown to her end her husband) has beomme privy to the C::.
ease as something Rare than a 'need to know* basis. Moreover, her husband remains a
shrewd but unknown quantity eh*** oaroful monitoring oft= 	 7:7 contact with All
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needs resolution. KUBARK has just learned that his parents and a sister reside in
Washington* D. C. Having discouraged a REBSE1N trip by 	 .177 in July and again
in Noveiber 1961, MARI is still not certain of her kgai J4 or whether c!
is &twitting or unwitting tool of the 1I84 RV= a recant 	 raises some*akePticisr
due to her sensitivity about RIS connect/s. The question of c	 a trip to
c:	 arise again in the Spring of 1962. It swims that this time ohs will 	 3

regardless of what MARK suggests. At this point ahs.knows
masIgh of An man ...:immnAL plans, personnel, sta. so that wittingly or possibly under
RIB pressure she could reveal information compreedisingc:	 :=3 if he is still
controlled, a flat which Deems doubtful. On the premise that 	 :=3 is not RI3,
the Soviet government, at a crucial time when pressure is being put upon the neutral
states of 'drop*, i.e. Finland, fteden, and Austria, could create embarnssement for

:Drylations by publicising ALS recruitment of a neutral national for eepionage.
Wham and if [::	 7.3 does go	 J MARK may glean better insight into the

CJ case although the results may' well not be to our satisfaction or uithout
repercussions.

44 The 'take from L.,	 ;L73 reporte has been fruitless to date.

5.1	 $

It is recommended that the Z 	 ==tosse be oontinned until sudh time as the .
r::	 == case is resolved. Adssittodly, the rather loose taw by whieh ARKAR3R/15 
originally contacted C.:: 	 =lbes left many opening, for RIB p.n.trat3 	 The possibility
of	 who recruited end trained CI 	 :=3 being under EDB suspicion as a
oonsequenoe of the lost notaboOk, or his being compelled to uncover 	 :Dim •
very real concern which firther clouds the

f 

00B PronkfOrt has taken a etrong stand that the CI.	operation be dropped as
an unproductive and anoontrellable operation. I agree with his although I suggest that
we attempt to resolve all outstanding possibilities or potential security implications.
WOO obviously has co interest in this case at present and this has been amply evidenced
of late. TO oontinus this operation appears to be oily to take the course of least
resistance rather than an honest operational decision. The background of this case and
the personalities involved are amorphous and offer little in the way of operational potent
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